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ORDERS 977335 Conn.

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST
COMPANY, TRUSTEE v. HUBERT

POTOTSCHNIG ET AL.

The named defendant’s petition for certification to
appeal from the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 554
(AC 41229), is denied.

KELLER, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Patrick Zailckas and Randolph E. White, pro hac
vice, in support of the petition.

Brian D. Rich and Logan A. Carducci, in opposition.

Decided November 24, 2020

AMY A. DAVIS v. ALEXANDER F. DAVIS, SR.

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 180 (AC 41360),
is denied.

David V. DeRosa, in support of the petition.

Decided November 24, 2020

STATE OF CONNECTICUT v. JOHN PJURA

The defendant’s petition for certification to appeal
from the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 802 (AC 41869),
is denied.

James B. Streeto, senior assistant public defender,
in support of the petition.

Brett R. Aiello, special deputy assistant state’s attor-
ney, in opposition.

Decided November 24, 2020
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B. SHAWN MCLOUGHLIN ET AL. v. PLANNING
AND ZONING COMMISSION OF THE

TOWN OF BETHEL

The plaintiffs’ petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court, 200 Conn. App. 307 (AC 42561), is
granted, limited to the following issues:

‘‘1. Did the Appellate Court correctly conclude that,
under St. Joseph’s High School, Inc. v. Planning & Zon-
ing Commission, 176 Conn. App. 570, 170 A.3d 73 (2017),
a zoning commission can deny a special use permit appli-
cation based on noncompliance with the general stan-
dards enumerated in the zoning regulations despite full
compliance with the technical requirements?

‘‘2. If the answer to the first question is in the affirma-
tive, did the Appellate Court correctly determine that
substantial evidence supported the decision of the defen-
dant planning and zoning commission to deny the plain-
tiffs’ special use permit application?’’

KELLER, J., did not participate in the consideration
of or decision on this petition.

Daniel E. Casagrande, in support of the petition.

Charles R. Andres, in opposition.

Decided November 24, 2020

DOROTHY A. SMULLEY v. SAFECO INSURANCE
COMPANY OF ILLINOIS ET AL.

The plaintiff’s petition for certification to appeal from
the Appellate Court (AC 44015) is denied.

Dorothy A. Smulley, self-represented, in support of
the petition.

Philip T. Newbury, Jr., in opposition.

Decided November 24, 2020


